Sanitized Copy Approved for Release 2011/01/04 : CIA-RDP90-OO552ROOO707’i50069-8

LK AD AR
) &

5P

Yook

THE NEW YORK TIMES
30 January, 1985

‘Political Power’

- ' ]
J By M.A. FARBEK ﬂ
Ronald L. Smith, a former Vietnam- |
ese afizirs .«.nalys' for the Central In-
telhge‘xce Agency, ‘testified yesterday‘
at he believed Gen. William C. West-
moreland used his “‘poiitical power” in |
1967 to impose a *‘grossly misleading”’
Estimate of enemy strength on the

1A i
The estimate — half the 500,000 to !
600,000 advocated by the C.I1.A. — was ]
mcorporated into the official military!
listing of enemy strength known es the |
order of battie and was reported to;
President Johason and the Joint Chiefs !
of Staff in a special, 25-page assess.!
ment in November 1967.

‘Mr. Smith said he believed the esti. :
mate for enemy strength sucgessfully
advanced by representatives of Gen-
eral Westmoreland's command were
“improper, incorrect and inadequate.”
Mr. Smith added that the C.I.A.'s
*‘capituladon’ to ‘the military’s posi-
ition on the question was ‘‘moreally
unacceptable.”

With regard to General Westmore-
jand, he said, “It was wrong both from
z procedural point of view of not gllow-

_ing the professional intelligence people
to do their work unmencumbered and,
seocondly, it was wrong to use the polit-
ical power he had at the time to force
the thing down our throats.”

Mr. Smith appeared in Federal Dis-
trict Court in Manhattan as the sixth
witness for CBS in the trial of General
Westmoreland's $§120 million libel suit.

The suit stemns from a 1982 CBS docu.

meantary, “‘The Uncounted Enemy: A
Vietnam Deception,” that accused the
-general’s command in Saigon of engag-
ing in a “‘conspiracy’’ to show progress
in the war by understating the size and
pnature of North Vietnamese and Viet-
cong forces in South Vietnam in the
year before the Tet offensive of Janu-
ary 1968.

The thesis of the 90-minute program
was based largely on 15 yeers of re-

Di Carver Jr., testified for General West.

Dsearch by Samuel A. Adams, a 51-vesr [
old former C.LA. analyst who took pait
in the dispute over enemy strength in
1967, Mr. Adams was a paid consultant
for the broadcast and is now a defend-
ant in this trial.

Mr. Smith, who retired from the
'C.1.A. last month after 26 years of serv-
‘ice, was, in 1967 and 1968, head of the
South Vxefnam branch of the agency'’s
j Office of Economic Research in Lang-
ley, Va. Mr. Adams joined Mr. Smith’s
lbr&mch in January, 1958, after resign-
'ing in protest from another C.I.A. unit:
'that he felt had been *‘compromised’
,m its estimates of enemy strength by
j ‘“‘pressures’ from the military.

The head of that unit, George A.

jmoreland last November that Mr.
Adams was ‘‘very prone to jump to
‘conclusijons and very intolerant of peo-
“ple who did not share the conclusions to
which bhe jumped.”

Praise for C.I.A. Anslyst

But, yesterday, Mr. Smith described
Mr. Adams a5 “‘one of tihe finest ana-
lysts that I ever worked with.”

David Boies, the lawyer for CBS,
then recalled that Mr. Adams had been
portrayed as ‘‘a mental case’ in a CBS
interview in 1981 with Lieut. Gen. Dan-
‘iel 0. Graham, a retired director of the

‘Defense Intelligence Agency, an arm
‘of the Joint Chiefs of Staff.
Q. Did you see any evidence of
i that? .
© Mr. Smith smiled. - )

. A. No, 1 did not see any evidence of
it and it would be hard for me to

speculate -as to why anyone would
|- say that. -

General Westmoreland, who com-:
manded American forces in Vietnam .
between January 1964 and June 1968,{
contends the CBS documentary de-!
farned him by saying he had lied to
: President Johnson and the Joint Chiefs.

The program said that, as part of a|
“’conscious effort” to minimize esti.!

: 3dropped the self-defense forces from

e

CBS Witness Says General Used,

STAT-
mates of enemy strength, G—eneraST AT
Westmoreland had ordered the .
moval of the Vietcong's self—delensel
forces from the order of battle and
refused to permit their inclusion in the
special assessment for the President.
Those forces were newly estimated in
1967 at 120,000 — an increase on paper,
if not in the field, of about 50,000. .

General Westmoreland testified ﬁe

‘the order of battle because he decided
they were insignificant militarily and |
could not be counted precisely and be- |
cause their inclusion at a higher num. |
ber would only be confusing

But Mr. Smith said yestenSTAT:as
not aware of any intelligence that **jus-
tified that position.’’ He said the size of
the Tet offensive ‘“‘strongly confirmed
that the base of enemy strength was
larger than that depicted’ in the as-
sessment for the President.

Although that assessment did not
‘contain & 1967 figure for the self-de-
{ense forces, it noted that in eerly 1956
their number was ‘‘on the order of
150,000.”

Lxl-.e some other witnesses for CBS,
Mr. Smith said that, after the Tet offen-
sive, the C.I.A. estimated that North
Vietnamese infiltration into South Viet-
nam in the five months before the at-
tack had been 20,000 to 30,000 a month
— quadruple the rate reported by Gen-
eral Westmoreland's command. .

Iofiltration Rate Left to Military :

. \

Before the Tet offensive, Mr. Smith |
testified, the C.1.A. had left the deter-
mination of infiltration to the military.
And ‘‘most certzinly,” he said, the
command in Saigon had been in a posi-
tion to know of the higher rate.

The documentery, on which Mr.
Smith did not appear, asserted that, in
the fall of 1967, the command had *‘sys-!
tematically. blocked” reports by its
own officers of a high infiltration —

leaving the President and American.
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forces “totally unprepared” for the
size of the Tet offensive. !
As on Monday, Judge Pierre N.
Leval reminded the jury the “truth”
issue in the case was not whether the
command’s figures on infiltration or
other aspects of enemy strength were
“accurate or inaccurate,” but whether |
they were made *‘honestly.” ’
Mr. Smith, who is recovering from a |,
medical ailment, was excused before |

lunch vesterday, and will return to the
stand this morning.

Brief Cross-Examination

In a brief cross-examination, David
M. Dorsen, a lawyer for General West-
moreland, pressed Mr. Smith on
whether he ‘‘personally knew” that
senior aides to President Johnson con-
sidered the estimates on enemy
strength in 1967 to be “‘misleading.” -

Mr. Dorsen singled out four aides
who have testified for General West- |
{moreland — Robert S. McNamars, the !
Secretary of Defense; Paul H. Nitze,
|Deputy Secretary of Defense; Walt W.
‘Rostow, Special Assistant to the Presi- |
ident for National Security Affairs, and ’

'William P. Bundy, the Assistant Secre-
tary of State for Far Eastern Affairs.

Mr. Smith said he had not discussed !
the figures with any of those officials. !

During the afternoon Mr. Boies read
into the record portions of pretrial
depositions from John Moore, & former
C.1.A. analyst in Saigon, and Col. Wil-
liam Cover, a former military intelli-
-gence officer in Vietnam. i
i© Mr. Moore said he believed there had
been & “’conspiracy’’ by the military to
“'suppress’ the true strength of the
‘enemy. Colonel Cover said that, after
/he returned to the United States from .
{Saigon, he found it ‘‘hard to believe”
;the optimistic reports he read regard-
:ing the course of the war.

“Following the Tet offensive,” he
said, ““I concluded that the rosy glow
coming across the Pacific had been a
false dawn.” : -
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